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. Note 3: ~ This map may not use all the color ranges shown in table above. Not all
e % wells will be visible on map due to the close proximity to each other.
\_ . . \ Note 4: Groundwater level changes are based on groundwater level measurements 174EN
Su mmary Results for Spﬂ ng 2011 to Spﬂ ng 2012 A \ taken from wells constructed in the intermediate aquifer zone at similar dates
. . } of different years. These wells include those that have screened intervals
Change in Groundwater Elevation 1 v and well depths that are generally greater than 200 ft and less than 600 ft.
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q \ : \ | Note6: GWE - Groundwater Elevation
\} L bgs - below ground surface
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